While this paper is mostly concerned with results obtained by the author, a small part reviews the results of other authors. In this part, the placement of two citations in relation to the relevant text is not clear.
Figures 3͑c͒ and 3͑d͒ should be along the ͓101͔ zone axis, not the ͓100͔ zone axis as originally stated, even though the two sets are very similar. Superlattice spots in Fig. 3͑d͒ are still only in the ͓010͔ direction, but absent in the orthogonal ͓101͔ direction. The argument therein should be modified as follows:
These results demonstrate charge ordering with a modulation wave vector of qϭ(2/a)(0, 1 2 ,0). The superlattice spots in both ͓100͔ and ͓010͔ directions along the ͓001͔ zone axis probably come from twinned regions of the sample.
1 This modification of the details of the charge ordering does not affect the physics of the paper.
We thank Dean Miller for bringing this point to our attention. Figure 6 should be replaced by the following figure ͑the previous figure caption stays valid͒:
0163-1829/97/55͑17͒/11879͑1͒/$10.00 © 1997 The American Physical Society FIG. 6. Typical inelastic constant-Q scans for the single crystal Ba 2 CuGe 2 O 7 sample measured at Qϭ͑1.25,0,0͒ using experimental setup A ͑a͒ and at Qϭ͑1,0,0.2͒ using setup C ͑b͒. The insets schematically show the positions in Q space where the scans were taken ͑open and solid circles mark the nuclear and magnetic Bragg reflections, respectively͒. In both panels lines represent empirical Gaussian fits.
